
To: Wagman, Michaei[Wagman.Michael@epa.gov]; Hartless, 
Christine[Hartless.Christine@epa.gov]; Troiano, John@CDPR[John.Troiano@cdpr.ca.gov]; Alder, 
Denise@CDPR[Denise.Aider@cdpr.ca.gov]; Wait, Monica[Wait.Monica@epa.gov]; Sappington, 
Keith[Sappington.Keith@epa.gov]; Garber, Kristina[Garber.Kristina@epa.gov]; Mroz, 
Ryan[Mroz.Ryan@epa.gov]; Blankinship, Amy[Biankinship.Amy@epa.gov]; Wait, 
Monica[Wait.Monica@epa.gov]; Corbin, Mark[Corbin.Mark@epa.gov] 
Cc: Grable, Melissa[Grable.Melissa@epa.gov]; Moriarty, Thomas[Moriarty.Thomas@epa.gov]; 
Motilall, Christina[Motilaii.Christina@epa.gov] 
From: Jones, Ricardo 
Sent: Thur 4/21/2016 1:04:10 PM 
Subject: FW: Feedback to Clothiandin colony feeding study questions 

Valent has provided partial answers to our follow-up questions on the clothianidin feeding study. 
I hope this helps answer any remaining questions. One of the items brought up in our joint 
agency meeting was missing the milestone for primary review of the feeding study, so I plan to 
follow up with the registrant on Monday if I haven't received more info on item #1 by then. 

Ricardo 

From: Shen, Sue [mailto:Sue.Shen@valent.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April21, 2016 8:16AM 
To: Jones, Ricardo <Jones.Ricardo@epa.gov> 
Cc: Connor, Beth <Beth.Connor@valent.com>; jamin.huang@bayer.com; 
jeff.parsons@bayer.com; Moriarty, Thomas <Moriarty.Thomas@epa.gov>; tina.singal@hc­
sc.gc.ca; Grable, Melissa <Grable.Melissa@epa.gov>; Denise.Aider@cdpr.ca.gov; Valent 
Central Files <VCF@valent.com> 
Subject: RE: Feedback to Clothiandin colony feeding study questions 

1) Could we get exact date information for each addition/removal of the supers? 
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2) What were the number of frames in the supers? (we have currently assumed 10) 

3) How often was the evaluation for adding a super made (i.e. just at each CCA, or at other 
times as well?) 

4) What were the criteria used for determining both the addition and removal of supers? 

5) When supers were added, was it just an empty hive box and frames placed on top, or was 
there any effort to distribute the previously utilized frames throughout the original and added 
hive bodies? 

6) When supers were removed, did bees and/or frames of honey in the removed super get 
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added back to the remaining hive bodies? 

From: Jones, Ricardo L~========~=J 
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 11 :55 AM 
To:Shen,Sue 
Cc: Connor, Beth; Moriarty, Thomas;~=~=~ 
===· Grable, Melissa; ='-'=~===~=~ 
Subject: RE: Feedback to Clothiandin colony feeding study questions 

Sue, 

The information provided regarding the addition of supers was very helpful, but at the same time 
opened up several more questions that we have in order to better inform our study evaluation and 
statistical approach. Could you please pass along these follow-up questions for us? Thanks. 
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1) Could we get exact date information for each addition/removal of the supers? 

2) What were the number of frames in the supers? (we have currently assumed 1 0) 

3) How often was the evaluation for adding a super made (i.e. just at each CCA, or at other 
times as well?) 

4) What were the criteria used for determining both the addition and removal of supers? 

5) When supers were added, was it just an empty hive box and frames placed on top, or was 
there any effort to distribute the previously utilized frames throughout the original and added 
hive bodies? 

6) When supers were removed, did bees and/or frames of honey in the removed super get added 
back to the remaining hive bodies? 

From: Shen, Sue ·~=~~=~~~"-=.;:;:;;_;;=.;_;c.:.J 
Sent: Thursday, April 07, 2016 10:32 AM 
To: Jones, Ricardo 

Subject: Feedback to Clothiandin colony feeding study questions 

To facilitate the analysis of the feeding study data, we were going to evaluate each endpoint 
(adults, brood, honey, etc.) as percent coverage. Assuming a 10-frame hive and the reported 
number of cells/frame (3970), this would be 79400 cells/hive. However, looking at the data 
table, this results in several hives where just honey alone has >1 00% coverage and including all 
the measurement endpoints could result in well over 100%. My best guess is that this is due to 
the bee's utilization of frames in the super resulting in more cells/hive than we've accounted for, 
though from the equations on Page 23 this doesn't quite look right. Can the registrant confirm 
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that this is correct or provide an alternate explanation? Also, with regards to the super, can 
Bayer provide the timing of super placement? (was it added to all hives at CCA3 or is there 
some other record for when super's were added?). 

:A minor question regarding the colony feeding study data: unlike the imidacloprid data, the 
clothianidin data file was not presented in all integers (whole numbers), was there a reason for 
this? It looks like the study report did report these as integers and we were curious about why 
there was a difference. 
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From: Jones, Ricardo L~=~=======~j 
Sent: Thursday, March 31, 2016 3:42PM 
To:Shen,Sue 
Cc: Connor, Beth;=-"~~==~~~"'' Grable, Melissa; Singal, Tina 
(HC/SC); Alder, Denise@CDPR 
Subject: RE: Extension of clothianidin DCI study reports 

Sue, 

Thanks for the update, we'll let you know if we have any questions or concerns. 

I also have a couple of questions for Valent from our assessment team. 

1. Can you provide an updated residue matrix with the recently submitted soybean (seed) 
data (MRID 49803701) ahead of the report submission dates below? Along with any other new 
data that you can add to it, such as the corn and canola data recently generated by Bayer for 
clothianidin. 
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2. To facilitate the analysis of the feeding study data, we were going to evaluate each 
endpoint (adults, brood, honey, etc.) as percent coverage. Assuming a 10-frame hive and the 
reported number of cells/frame (3970), this would be 79400 cells/hive. However, looking at the 
data table, this results in several hives where just honey alone has >100% coverage and 
including all the measurement endpoints could result in well over 100%. My best guess is that 
this is due to the bee's utilization of frames in the super resulting in more cells/hive than we've 
accounted for, though from the equations on Page 23 this doesn't quite look right. Can the 
registrant confirm that this is correct or provide an alternate explanation? Also, with regards to 
the super, can Bayer provide the timing of super placement? (was it added to all hives at CCA3 
or is there some other record for when super's were added?). 

3. A minor question regarding the colony feeding study data: unlike the imidacloprid data, the 
clothianidin data file was not presented in all integers (whole numbers), was there a reason for 
this? It looks like the study report did report these as integers and we were curious about why 
there was a difference. 

Feel free to get back to me on this next week. If you're unable to provide an updated 
spreadsheet before the end of the month, it would be helpful if you could provide me with a 
timeframe for when we can expect it. 

Thanks, 

Ricardo 
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